
Prep notes for meeting with the Blue Green Alliance on Chemical Security 

At 11AM on Thursday 4/7, you are meeting with the Blue-Green Alliance, led by Greenpeace, to discuss 
Chemical Security.  In attendance will be: Greenpeace, the Communication Workers, Steelworkers, and 
USPIRG.  John Morowitz representing the Chemical and United Foodworkers and possibly a NJ group will 
call in.   

 
 

 
 

 

  
 

 
  

There have been legislative efforts to improve on the current state of affairs.  The House bill (H.R. 2868) 
from last Congress updated chemical facility rules and added rules for drinking water and wastewater 
facilities.  It created four tiers of high risk facilities that perform vulnerability assessments. The facilities 
in the highest two tiers because of release risk could be required to adopt inherently safer technology 
(IST).   
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Background Primer:  Chemical Security Issues(prep from OEM/OW) 

Issue: Rick Hind of Greenpeace is suggesting that EPA use authority under the Clean Air Act Section 
112(r) to establish requirements for inherently safer technologies by users of hazardous 
chemicals. 

1. Existing federal government programs 

Chemical Facility Anti-terrorism Standards (CFATS) 

• Established by DHS in 2007 to address onsite security of chemicals 

• Applies to most facilities using listed chemicals above threshold quantities 

o Water and wastewater, maritime, and nuclear facilities are exempted 

• Requires a vulnerability assessment and site security plan 

Risk Management Program (RMP) 

• Established by EPA in 1999 under Clean Air Act section 112(r) to address accidental 
release of chemicals 

• Applies to all facilities using listed chemicals above threshold quantities 

• Requires a risk management plan, including a hazard assessment, prevention program, 
and emergency response program 

 

  
 

  
 

3.  Legislative action on new chemical security requirements 

• The House passed legislation in 2009 that would have extended chemical security requirements 
to the water sector and established IST requirements for all high risk systems (H.R. 2868) 

• The Senate did not pass H.R. 2868 out of committee (a substitute bill was passed that extended 
the existing CFATS program) 
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